






disciplinaryproceedings wit.h regard to Dr. Dawoud's responsibilities to the New Jersey State Board

of Medical Examiners. The entry of this Order shall not limit the authority of the Attorney General

or of any other person or agency, to initiate any other action permitted by law
, w'hether

administrative, civil or criminal
, in any coul't of competentjtlrisdiction or other forum.

THIS ORDER IS EFFECTIVE UPON ENTRY
.

STATE BOARD OF M EDICAL EXAM INERSSC
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Sind Paul, M .D.

President
I have read and tmderstood the
within Order and agree to be
bound by its terms. l consent to
the entry of the Order by the Board
of M edical Examiners.
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W illiam R. Lundsten, Esq. ''--
Counsel to Dr. Dawoud

* Board member George

and vote on this matter.

Ciechanowski, M.D. was recused from discussion



















held before a meeting of the Board convened in Cranford
, New

Jersey. Complainant Attorney General appeared
, represented by

Deborah E. Winston
, Deputy Attorney General. Respondent

Dawoud appeared, represented by Dickson
, Creighton & Lowenstein,

Roger A. Lowenstein, Esq., appearing. At said hearing , the Board

entertained argument of counsel
, following which Dawoud was

sworn upon his oath and responded to questions posed by members

of the Board. Counsel for Dr . Dawoud noted that Judge Thompson

had commented that Dr. Dawoud 's crime was an ''isolated event'' and

that the sentence had been fashioned in a manner so as to allow

Dr. Dawoud to ''give back'' to his community . Dr. Dawoud stated

that one of the two aliens involved had approached him and

repeatedly ''begged'' him to falsify the report in order to prevent

possible dqportation. Dr. Dawoud also stated that said alien was

a patient of his at the time and that he has continued to treat

the patient since the time the report was prepared . Respondent
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activities he had bpen involved in including his having provided

approximatèly $8000 per month in financial support to a

community medical clinic.

Based upon our review of the record before us
e the Board

preliminarily finds that the charges against respondent Dr
.

Dawoud have been proven and provide grounds for this Board to

take action against the license of Dr . Dawoud. We thus find

respondent's conviction to have been a conviction of a crime

involving moral turpitude as well as a conviction of a crime

relating adversely to the practice of medicine
, and we find that



the convictions establish facts which demonstrate that respondent

engaged the use or employment of dishon
esty , deception,

m isrepresentation
, false promise or false pretense and

professional misconduct .

actions to be indefensïble and

inexcusable and conclude

of licensure

that those actïons warrant the penalt
y

By deliberately falsifying medical

usurped the public trust

shattered the expectatïon of

placed upon him as a

medical licensee and

reliability implicit in
accuracy and

medïcal records. We have the past

consistently recognized that deliberate

is grounds for the revocation of

Judicial review, the

deliberate falsification of medical

licensure , and note that

falyification of records

upon

theAppellate Division has held that

records must be regarded as

'to In re
the equivalent of

Jascalevich License Revocation
, 182

gross malpractice; thus
, we cite

N TJ, Super. 455
, 471-2

records, Dr. Dawoud

revocation.

fïnd Dr . Dawoud 's

( APP , Piy , :983.) and aâopt the belxyw. .se.t . vforth- comme-nts

concerning the duty of a physician to prepd
re accurate and

truthful medical records and the effects o f deliberate

falsification of records:

a
encompass obligation to

maintain the integrity
, accuracy, truth and reliability

of the patient ' s medical record v His obligation in this
regard is no less compelling than his duties r

espectingdiagnosis and t
reatment of the patient . . . We hold,theref o

re , that a deliberate f alsif ication by a
physician of his patient ' s medical record 

. . . must buregarded as gr
oss malpractice endangering the health or

life of his patient .

physician's duty
his affirmative

to patientWe are
canno t

persuaded
but

that a

Although Dr. Dawoud has argued in mitigation th
at the first

falsification of records was done at the behest of the patient
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Total Fine $ 
lf any of the offenses occurred on or after Jul

y 9, 1987, and is for a viotation of Chapter:k5 or 36 of Title 2C,
Total RESTTUTION $

1) A mandatory Drug Enforcement and Demand Reduction (b.E.D.R.) penalty islf the offense ocrurred on or after December 23
, 1991, an

imgosed for each count
. (Write in # times for each.)assess- nt of $5û is imposed on eacb count on which the

Iess tho box below indicates a 1* D
egree @ $3000 4* Degree @ $750

defendant was convicted un 
.higher assessment qursuant to ND.S.A. 2G:43-3.1 . 2M negree @ $2000 a

sorday persons or Petty
(Assessment is $30 If offense is on or after January 9

, rd asordajy persons @ $500. 3 Degree @ $10001986 but before December 23, 1991, unless a highef
penalty is noted. Assessment is $25 if offense is before 

'rotaj D.E.D.R. penalty $January 9, 1986.)

C1 Court further Orders that colledion of the D
.
E.D.R, penalty be susperided ùponX  Msessment imposed on 

doferzant's pntry into a residential drug program Ior the term of the program.countts) 1 ?) A forensic l
aboratory fee of $5O per offense ls ORDERED

. Offenses @ $5G.is $50.00 each. 
Total l-ab FR $ '

. 3) Name of Drugé involvedTotal VCCB O sessment $50
.00 4) A mandatory driver's license suspension of ' rfionths is ORDERED

.
lnstallment paymentq ar9 due at the rate of 

The suspensbn shall begin today
, and end .

'

00 ef Month Driver's License Number '

. $25. p

(IF THE COLIRT ls UNABLE To COLLEGT THE LICENSE
, PLFASE ALSO COMPLETE THE

beginning 2-16*7
FoLLowlNG.) .(Date) 
oofendant's Address .

Eye Golor. ' . Sex Date of Birth 1 2
-1 -39D The deiendant is the holder ofan out-of-stte driver's Itense from the followingjurisdiction ' 

. oriver's License Number
. IZI Defendant's non-resident driving privileges ar6 hereby revoked for 

. ' months.lf the offense occurre op or after Februa? 1 , 1993 but was beiore March I3
, 1995 and the sentence is ttfprobation or to a state corretional tacility, a transadion fee (?f up

on ij oröered fqr eacb omasion when a payment or installment pa
yment is made. (P.L 1992. c. 169). lf the offerlse occurred on oç aftef March 1 3

, 1995 and the

. to $1 .
sentence ls to probabon, or tbe sentenc,e othefwise requ/res payments of financial obligations to the probation division, a transaction fee of up to $2.00 ls ordered for each
occasion when a payment is made. (P.L 199S, c. 9). $2.00 '
lf the offense occurred on or after Augtlst 2

. 1993. a $75 Safe Neighbofhood Sefvices Fund assessment is ordered ftk each
, 
convidion.(P.L. 1993. c.220) $715.00 

.If the oflense occurred on or atter Janual 5, 1994 and the sentence is to probation
. a @ee of up to $25 per month for the probationafy term is ordered.(P.L 1993. c. 275) Amount per month $ 

. . 
.

i ining and Equipment Fund penalty is ordered. $3:.00 '

lf the crime ocqurred on or after Jantmry 9
, 1 997, a $30 LaW Enforcement Officers Ta

lf thé crime occurred on or aher May 4
. 2001 , and the defendant has been convided of.aggravated sexual assa 

,ult aggravated cfiminal sqsypl çppj#ç.! 
..àçidnappingundgr.. ...

c:13-1 c(2), endanger the welfare of a child bjqngaging in sexqq! qpr
lpl.l!p! #hjçh.p ulçtilngaircgvclebaudlv.the % ''d'a'mi>ô/'u'eé#'

.2C'.2i':'4a. enlange 'nng the welfare
2
of aachjld.gjlmlmnj to..2(7;2+.4b(. Wji..e g.or'eeong'd''dhld'pùëda& t6 2C:'i3-6. cnmtnal slxual jontact pursuant to 2C:14-3b if tbe vidim is a minor, 

kidnqpplng pursuant to '2é:1s1. criminal restralnt pursuan! to 2c:1a-2 or false imprlsonment pursuaqt to 21:13r3 lf the vlctim is a minor and the offender is not the parent, promotlnn child
titution pursuant'io.zcrt- lbla) or (4), or an attemgt to xmmit any of me

se crimes. a $8c0 statewide sexual Assault Narse Examiner Program Penaltyvls ordered for

pros
each of mese offenses.
Na- tcourt Qerk or Pefson prepaing lhis fcirml 

. Telephone Nke er N
arre (Aqomey fir Defenclant at Sentendng)Jomeih DeMaio . 973

-693-5812 W
. LundstepSTATEMENT OF REASONS 

-  lnclude aII applicable aggravatlng and mitlgating factors 
.AGG FACTORS

(:) The need for deterring the defendant and others from violating the law;MlT FACTOBS

(7) The defendant has no history of prior delinquepcy or criminal activity or has led a law
-abiding Iife for a substantialperiod of time before th@ commission of the pre

sent offense;(8) The defendant's conduct was the result of circumstances unlikely to r
ecur;(9) The character and attitude of the defendant indicate th

at he/she is unlikely to commit another offense;(10) The deféndant is particularly Iikely to respond affirm
atively to probationaty treatment;(1 1) The imprisonmenl of the defendant would entail excesssive hardshi

p to himselfmis dependents;(12) The willingness of the defendant to cooperate w-4hl 1
4w. eqflcemept-at:l qrities.

x
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